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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



Commissioner for Patents 
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Sir: 



In response to the Restriction Requirement mailed December 13, 2005, Applicants 
hereby elect the Invention of Group I, claims 1-15, and elects the subgroup of claims 1-11. 
Regarding the species election, Applicant's elects, with traverse, species Figures 1-4 to 
which claims 1-3,5, and 7-9 correspond for the reasons stated below. 

Regarding the election of species among claims 1-11, Applicant maintains that 
independent claim 1 is a generic claim. Applicant believes that claim 1 is generic to claims 2- 
9 because the limitations in Applicant's independent cleiim 1 regarding power wires and a 
ground structure are common and applicable to all of claims 2-9, which the Examiner 
asserted (via the Species requirement) as being not linked via claim 1. 

In each of the embodiment of Figures 1-4 and 7-11, power wires 62 are generally 
parallel to each other as the power wires (e.g., power wires 62) extend from the first end to 
the second end of the flexible cable connector. In addition, in each of the embodiments of 
Figures 1-4 and 7-11, ground structure 50 surrounds the power wires and extends from the 
first end to the second end of the flexible cable connector. The patentably distinct 
differences between flie various embodiments of Figures 1-4 and 7-11, relate to how the 
power wires are arranged relative to each other within the ground structure and additional 
features of the ground structure. However, these differences fall within generic claim 1 
which broadly specifies a plurality of power wires and a ground structure, without specifying 
tiie different ways of arranging the power wires and ground structure as shown in Figures 1—4 
and 7-11. 

In addition, regarding the Species as drawn in the Office Action, Applicant notes that 
the embodiment of Figure 7 is distinct from Figures 8-9. Applicant maintains that a closer 
inspection of Figure 7 relative to Figures 8-9 and of the specification at page 11, lines 21-32 
and page 12, reveal that the embodiment of Figure 7 is not equivalent to the embodiment of 
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Figures 8-9. Figure 7 addresses latticework of power wires interspersed within and among 
ground wires, whereas Figures 8-9 addresses twisted pairs of ground wires and power wires, 
arranged side-by-side. At the same time, as presented above, both the embodiments of Figure 
7 and Figures 8-9, fall within generic independent claim 1. 

Applicant also notes that claim 7 includes limitations that make claim 7 applicable to 
Figures 1-4, Figure 7, and Figures 8-9, thereby linking together the different embodiments of 
Figures 1-4, Figure 7, and Figures 8-9 in a single claim. 

Accordingly, in its traverse of the Species Election, Applicant believes that claims 1-9 
should be examined and the species election should be a first group of Figures 1-4 and 7-11 
and a second group of Figures 5-6 with the first group of Figures 1-4, 7-11 corresponding to 
claims 1-9 and second group of Figures 5-6 corresponding to claims 10-11. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfixUy requests prosecution of claims 1-9, based on the 
Applicant's proposed first group of Figures 1-4 and 7-11. As previously stated, to the extent 
that the original Species Election is maintained, Applicant elects Species I of Figures 1-4 and 
corresponding claims 1-3, 5, and 7-9. 

Having thus addressed the Restriction Requirement imposed by the Examiner, 
reconsideration of the pending claims is respectfiiUy requested. 
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Any inquiry regarding this Response should be directed to either David A. Plettner at 

Telephone No. (408) 447-3013, Facsimile No. (408) 447-0854 or Paul S. Grunzweig at 

Telephone No. (612) 767-2504, Facsimile No. (612) 573-2005. In addition, all 

correspondence should continue to be directed to the following address: 

Hewlett-Packard Company 
Intellectual Property Administration 
P.O. Box 272400 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80527-2400 

Respectfully submitted, 

Daniel Lyle Callahan et al. 

By their attorneys, 

DICKE, BILLIG & CZAJA, PLLC 
Fifth Street Towers 
100 South Fifth Street, Suite 2250 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
Telephone: (612) 767-2504 
Facsimile: (6*2) 573-2005 

PSG: bac Paul S. drunzweig 

Reg. No. 37,143 




CERTIFICATE UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.8 : The undersigned hereby certifies that this paper or papers, as described herein, are 



being deposited in the United States Postal Service, as first class mail, in an envelope address to: Commissioner for Patents, 
P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, 22313-1450 on this /^^ day of January. 2006 . 

By_ 




Name: Brett Campbell 
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